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WASHINGTON, May 23 .—
The United States and the So-
viet Union have all but con-
cluded agreements on limiting
some strategic nuclear arms
that would give the Russians a
possible numerical edge in the
number of land-based and sea-
based missiles, Congressional
and Administration officials
said today. o -,;

But a senior Administration
official said that the potential
Soviet lead in individual mis-
siles wauld be more than off-
set by American superiority in
multiple-warhead technology,
and that this would allow the
United States to maintain a
substantial advantage in the
number of warheads targeted
on the Soviet Union. .
. Details of the arms-limitation
package that is being completed..-

servative challenger for the Re-

tion.

The Congressman, who op-
poses Mr. Nixon’s conciliatory .
moves toward the Russians, ,
said that the proposed accord '
would “doom the United States
to nuclear inferiority.” ‘

informed of Mr. Ashbrook’s re-

curacy. But the officials sharp-
Jy rebutted his interpretation

i

A senior Administration of-|
ficial said that ‘what is fre-|
quently forgotten” is that the
United States, through its abii-
ity to mount multiple warheads
on individual missile launchers,
will have a sizahle advantage
in the number of actual pro-
jectiles that could be launched.

Big Lead in Warheads

He said that by the end of:
1972 the United States would
have 5,700 warheads as against
the Soviet Union’s 2,500. These
multiple. warheads are known
as multiple independently tar-

geted re-entry vehicles, or
MIRV's, and these, th fici
noted, the RIS TOR

in ' Helsinki, - Finland, for ex-.
pected signing in Moscow on
Friday, were made known to
newsmen this morning by Rep- .
resentative John' M, ‘Ashbrook "
of Ohio, President Nixon's con-,

publican’ Presidential ‘momina--.

marks, did not deny their ac- .:

of the proposed accord, whose ..
full details have not been matdet K
public by the Administration. |

Special to The New York Times e N T — -
s ALT I aPPT A S W‘Q .
Possible Future Strength |  has started construction. of

. Mr. Ashbrook and Admin-
istration officials both said that
the accord would consist of
two parts.

The first, in the form of a
treaty, requiring Senate ap-
proval, would limit the deploy-
ment .of antiballistic or de-
fensive missiles to two sites
and 200 launchers in each
country. One site would defend
the capital, and the other
would defend an offensive mis-
sile pad somewhere in the
country.

The second part of the pro-|

jected accord, taking the form
of a five-year “executive agree-
ment,” would allow the Soviet
Union and United States to re-
tain their current levels of
land-gased missiles; at present
the Soviet Union has a sizable
numerical advantage, 1,618 to
1,054,

The United States currently
has a substantial lead in sub-
marine launched missiles. It has
41 submarines equipped with
656 missile launchers. They
have longer range and are
more difficult to detect than
' the 25 Soviet submarines of the
Y class in operation and the 17
- or so under construction, which

' (combined have a total of about

. 650 missile launchers. !

The ‘“executive agrement”:

- would allow the Russians to

* complete the submarines now
being built. But would also al-
low them further options that
could give them a numerical
lead over the Americans,

Ashbrook Apparently Troubled

. : . ' Mr. Ashbrook, who said he
Administration officials, when *:

had learned of the contents of,

-, the prospective accord last Fri-

day from “a highly placed and
“|respected source’ and had since
confirmed his information with
. |“exceptionally well-informed”
legislators, seemed most dis-
turbed by the options to be in-
cluded in the “executive agree-
ment.”

To get the Russians to agree
to a submarine freeze at a
time when the Americans have
a substantial lead in the field,
the United States has apparent-
ly accepted a rather compli-
cated set of options.

The Soviet Union has 31 older
submarines of the G and H
clasges that fire three or four
missiles apiece. Under the “ex-
ecutive agreement,” the Rus-
sians could replace the ap-
proximately 100 missile
launchers aboard those vessels
by building additional subma-
rines of the Y class. This would
to build

<

In addition, the arms limita-]
tion accord would allow the|
two sides to “‘cash 'in" certain;
obsolete land-based missiles for
additional submarine-launched
ones. The Soviet Union could
retire some 200 of its oldest
§8-7 and $5-8 land-based mis-
siles -and build 16 or 17 new
submarines.

Thus, if the Russians took
advantage of all options, it
could have about 65 modern
submarines and about 950 sub-
marine-launched missiles. The
United States could *cash in”
some 54 Titan missiles and
build three new submarines—
something not currently plan-
ned, giving it a total of 44
submarines and 700 missile
launchers.

Administration officials say:
they doubt that the Russians’
would take advantage of every -
option open to them or could*
even carry out such an expand-
ed building program in the’
five-year period, ;

The senior Administration of-
ficlal, who asked not to be:
identified, said that the pro-
jected strategic-arms agreement °
would have the effect of slow-
ing down and in some cases .
halting the Soviet missile-build."
ing program while not putting |
any ceiling on the number o% '
multiple warheads, in which |
the United States excels.

Representative Ashbrook not.
ed in his news conference that
the proposed agreement did not
cover bomber aircraft or the ¢
multiple-headed warheads, but *
he said that if the Soviet Union
gained the technology to build ,
MIRV's it could take an over- s
all lead in “deliverable war-*
Keads” of ‘not less than 5 to "

!1

1" by the time the "executive |
;agreement”
1977. -

would expire in .

But the senior Administration
official said that the United *
States would continue to have
an advantage in this tech- |
nology for the foreseeable fu- ,
ture, and at least until the -
agreement ended. :

Presumably, the two sides ;
would seek in the next stage
of the talks on limiting stra- °
tegic arms to reach accords on .

allow . the Russians

eleavse P6SU DA LR

yet been abie to develop,

QOO
and increase the number o
sea-launched missiles covered|
by the accord to about 750

the MIRV's and to reduce the ,
arsenals of both countries. ;

Further Ashbrook Criticism ;
Mr. Ashbrook criticized the ¥
proposed defensive - missile ;

treaty, which would lmit pro- -
tection to.the capitals and to ]

P7ARROAEARITSUaSivodo

Russians have a ring of anti- -

ballistic missiles around Mos- '
nw wlhila 1ha nlind ©tntna
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such missiles at Grand Forksx

Air Force Base in North Dakota, . ,i _

Under the terms of thistreaty,,
Mr. Ashbrook said, the United. .
States would be obliged to stop A
work on. another antiballistic:,
missile site at Malmstrom Alr &
Force Base in Montana. He said .}
that “in-view of offensive-mis-. i
sile technology, this is no pro=.f
tection at all.” TR

The Nixont Administration has-
never asserted that the limited. !
antiballistic missiles would pro-’ 1
vide much- protection,  Soma !
.Congressional opponents of de~_
iploying them have said thaf.-.-;_
‘they were a waste of money.«y
1

¥

e

. |And some Administration offle;"

'clals believe that there may be
itrouble persuading Congress to.;
\appropri‘ate funds for an anti<y
iballistic- misslle system around i
Washington. - : S

Mr, Ashbrook also eriticlzed "
the proposed agreement for riot,
calling for any on-site inspec-'*}
tion. Thé Administration, in tha ol
face of long-standing Soviet'
refusal to agree to any on-sita”:
inspection, has asserted that [t}
could . adequately ‘detect any .
possible: violatioris of the pro: "
posed accords through satellits’ /.
and electronic means. {
treaty and the | “executive’,

!
?

agreement” would have escaps’ '
clauses in casq of Soviet vige -

lation.
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l cessé® about 57,000 warheads|,
to 2,500 for the Soviet Union.|, '
__Critics of the agrecment, suchl,
' as Senator Henry ®. Jacksonm,
. Democrat of Wwashington, have
. maintained that once the Rus-

siansg caught up in technology
. they could gain an jmmense

| .
. 4|coast along now that (nitial

<
R Boesdsitsdiosss o PAGE _ |

: [ Today Mr. Smith said the|

i United States cannot afford to

{| agteements have been r
n eac)
i|He said the United States nl:sgt'

. i\pay atteqtion and money to-

' | naintaining stability in the
| strategic arms balance.

""He strongly defended the
treaty, which limits the Soviet
‘Union and the United States to
" two defensive missile sites of
-1 100 missiles each.’ '

"_edge not only in missile launch-

jge must approve the treaty by al
two-thirds vote; both houses|’
must approve the five-year ex-
ec%tive agreement by majority :
vote. ¥

. The remarks by

O SEANTE PANEL

1
i

: ot , ":féi:_‘s,' Hut in warheads as well.|
Cammi | 4"\ previously, the Defense De-i"
commlttee Is TOMMOSCOW ) }partment had said only that the}. .
I8 2 Years Behind U.S.in | |Russians were working on 2}’

MIRV system and had con-

1
i

Mr. Smith

e A

Spéclal to The New York Times

i

Warhead Technology |-

'By BERNARD GWERTZMAN | _
"l entry vehicle. MRV warheads, .’ .

| WASHINGTON, June 8—Sec-|

] C ‘ ‘
fore the Senate Armed Services

ducted tests with a less com-
multiple warliead.

. {plicated
MRV or multiple ré- -

1known as

| unlike MIRV’s are not targeted

independently, but are scat-

"I | much like buckshot.
In his statement 10 Congress

.

" “ltered randomly over an area, :

. | without a nationwide net of

Mr. Smith, the chief United
States negotiator at the stra-| . e +-
|tesic arms talks, said the treaty sc
insured that neigher side could w
rationally decide to launch a 4
nuclear attack on the other d

tion

defenses, it is enplained, there
would be no way to defend t
against even a wealk retaliation.;™

ite 1 i
} QmmILiee. a3 15¢ PS_e at: |in February, Mr. Laird said the, . pegg];ftg' aigoﬁunt?fergmgfetn‘?it pro
e that can fir Russians ‘“probably have mnot - [siles, Mr. Smith said that the bi '
\several warheads at ol | tested MIRYV missiles thus far.” . |United States maintained a t
gueza ) individualy |y g de his disclosure about wathead lead. But he said that st
: he recognized that the Russians g‘(

suggested that the Administra-
had decided not to appear!;

'the current testing at a closed
gession of - the Senate Armed
. Services Committee on Tues-
. day. :

could catch up during the five-
\year period. For that reason,
lhe said, he hoped that a lasting
treaty on offensive weapons, g

mained an American|

; The Russians already possess ic%%&digg a?flllilgrpelg bW}arheac%;s, :
. lisknown asthe MIRV==orzal | . : S efore the
|tiple_independently targeted re-| an edge in the amount of nU- - “aecord runs out.
v - .clear destruction they could M .y s . .
: _ by . r. Laird, in previous public|i
' |ate Laird jp.answer to .Se-) cavss * statements, had indicated that|§
. ; e the. Soviet| v A few hours before word of ~ the Russians were working on
. a e i i " P .. e timen A Calumnd | ?‘nmglgﬁle warhead, Testitying
. |aod , field. His.re-] . i yrrapuy ; ublic session be el §
warks were made known by 8} -2 Laird testimony today, G&)  House Appropriations fore the z
‘ ' i T, Smith, Director of e te , i
‘ te source and ed by | Cantrol and Dis ament e on Monday, he said he ex-|: )
|Seie o sod cmlinet | B Conml S DB By o o |
i - i LY o months.
g0 an. el ihat.ihe..Sawet Administration sources "said

they expected that the arms-
Himitation agreements would be
sent to Congress early next|g

however, that| the

. e £} Jalor 2l
Wr. Laird said, AUnited gtaies tr .t..-hﬁ-d--.“(l’t
yuwg multiple

the Russians still lagged about/: .

itwo years behind the United| |\w, m. week f :
iStates in’ wathead technology | Mr., Smith, speaking at a for- or action. The Senate
land that there was o indica-}. elgn policy conference for busi- : T

the State Depart-

" tion ‘that they planned to de-}

- ’ploy the multiple warheads. ‘|lsupported the view expressed
* The question of Soviet tech-|{~ pub?icly by Mr. Laird a few ‘
. nology and intentions has re-j days ago that the United States

{imust maintain a high level of
military spending on programs
not barred by the arms agree- ‘ |
ments REREPTEN .

"yived becaiise “of the agree-{
ments limiting strategic arms '
that were signed in Moscow 13,

|days ago- i Mr. Laird, dl: rem?irlis to rfé"g. . et 1
s ol ] J| porters Tuescay, said he could! ™ ; S e i

4 Fewer _N,.hs?ﬂes for US.  ‘flnot support the agreements un- ¥
o In the five year executive 7| less Congress -apprqpnated ;
agreement Jimiting the land-| §|funds for a new submarine sys- >

+ |based and submarine-launchedy tem, @ new long-range mber ;|
e llcwed each side, thel |18t and other SULhy
United States agreed to accept} bamrm)ed. This spending “gives o
1fewer missiles than the goviet| Hlus the opportunity to ina : '

Union. ‘Administration
{men have defended tfie dectsttm\‘
lon the ground that the ‘Uﬁi‘téd.‘

\States, wgge%f For I?E%Zé %

36': CIA-RDP74B00415R000300010004-0 | 3
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: By Michael Getler »

N«sﬁin}tdh Pogt Btatt Writer
i SRR S g
be oviet nion ~ has

infissile now installed on Rus-

sia’s “Y” class subs.

“The Soviets have about 25

“y” class subs operating, with

] another 17 or 18 under con-
struction. Each of the Y-class

ping Missile

are now bullding a néw'sub’
ends a puzzle about where the
Russians were going to put
their new SS-N-8 missile.

The missile had been ob-
served by the United States

surptise that thé Soviets chose
to modify the current Y-class
production line rather than in-
{roduce a completely new sub-
marine which would also show
improvements in underwater

Subm

. THE WASMRNOVEORoPRRease 2001/07/26 : ClAYRRRTABOMIRGTIPZI00010804ch:  (2r

Qoviet assedément of how
many missilebearing subs the
!Russians had operating or
under constriction.
The Soviets claimed 48 subs
with 768 misiles. The U.S. as-
sessment was less. A compro-

arines

. e —
lags of ppissile-firing

oty T G subs carries 16 misslles with a|during extensive flight tests| performance.

Syt ey <% |range of about 1,500 miles. for more than a year. tﬁ‘.‘l}é‘ Under the U.S-Soviel stra-|mise figure cf 710 missiles was

B i A = The Soviet Y-class subs are rell e < E#@Ff% tegic arms limitation agree-|reached. The Soviets have the

1 *5 % |roughly equivalent in perform- eatist, r.t e° n >, Fosicl ments, the Soviets are limited |option of acding another 240
5 to a ceiling of 62 submarines\ sub missiles to this if they de-|

% lance to the earliest models of
the U.S. Polaris-equipped sub-
| marines, and it had been antic-

icide to rette 210 older land-
|based ICBM and 30 older G-

and 950 sub-based missiles. |
class sub-misiles. i

Since 62 submarines with 16

Ve

edch carry 12 of the new SS- [ ;
“;;;m ere ni SS ipated that the Russians would| &y o icsie is Tonger Than missiles each would put thej
f i eventually take steps to intro- Russians far over the limit,|

the Soviets will have to have
some vessels with fewer than’
16 missiles, or fewer than 62|
submarines: !

v duce improved versions. fmi
o |- The U.S. fleet of 41 missile- mm
firing submarines—including tensive _wodification . of. the
. lthose wielding later models of | yessel. :
| Polaris and the 3,000 mile-l U.S. officials say it now ap-| In explaining the complex
pears that the Russians havelarms agreément in Moscow

o |range, multiple-warhead Posei-
%or_x sgiles—are judged to be |decided to modify the basic|last Friday, presidential aide

Al SUDErior U o, “414ss submarine to handle|Dr. Henry A, Kissinger con-
§°¥§etf§.‘?§!ﬁ§?"% & Bigaer missite, ceded that there was a disa-
- Evidence ﬁl&  the ;§*an $7& TS, officlals express|greement between the U.S. and

e
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LONGER-RANGE M

~ Russia B%'Idmg New Sub

The Soviet Unfon 1s bmldmg
a new class of missile-carry-
iﬂ submarme

& fiéw submarine, known
to American authorities as the
Yankee 1T, will carry 12 rather
than the 16 missiles of the
Yankee I, Class which is com-
parable to the American Po-
laris submarine.

:But the missiles have a
longer range than those used
on the older Yankee class.

“Existence of the new subma-
rine was revealed by Dr. Hen-

ry A. Kissinger, presldentlal
adviser on national security
affairs, in a press conference
in Moscow shortly after the
U.S.-Soviet agreement on a
strategic arms limitations was
reached on Friday. A tran-
seript of the press conference
has just become available in
Washington.

The fact that the Soviets
have under construction a new
class of submarines provides
the afiswer 1o a question that
has puzzled American defense
experts for a number of years.
_ The  Russians have been
testing, and have even dis-
played in a Moscow parade, a
new submarine-launched mis-
sile with a range greater than
the missile carried by the old-
er Yankee class. But, by U.S.
calculations, the missile ap-
pedrs fo be foo big to be fitted
into the original Yankee class
submarines.

Recent thts monitored by
the. Umtgd S-ates have indi-

ca ihe new missile

t%jt have a Tange  of as much
as 3 500 miles, This would be
farther than any missile now
deployed at sea by the United
States but substantially less
than other new missiles still
under development.

The advantage to the Rus-
slans fn- de loying a new suh-
‘mgrine ' with a longer range
missile will ‘be added protec-
tion for ther submarine fleet.
The longer the range of a mis-
sile carrled by a submarine,
-the greater area in which the
submarine can operate and
therefore the greater area
which must be searched by an
.enemy.

Klsslnger did not say wheth-
-er the United States had
learned about the new subma-
rine from the Russians durlng
negotlatmns or whether it was
discovered by other means.

He did say, however, that
the fact the Russians have two
classes of missile submarines
_com licated the problem of
#ting a ceiling on missile-

rrying submarines in the

eri Aidé w,m l

Singer said the negotiat-

the Soviets — and a fur-

the Russians will have to de-

e B P R T ST

hent announced on Fri-

3 Timit of 62 such submarmes

ploy the full number of new
submarines (thus carrying
fewer missiles) or a smaller
number of the older subma-
rines (thus carrying more mis-
siles.)

The United States is begin-
ning development of a new
missile-carrying submarine of
its own known as the Trident.
Under present plans, the Tri-
dent would carry 24 missiles
with intercontinental range.
They would be available about
the end of 1978, replacing some
older U.S. subs.

_The United Staftes has 41
Polaris submarines, each car-
rying 16 missiles. Of these,
31 are being modernized ta
carry the multiple-warhead
Poseidon missile.

15R000300010004-0
- cide whetbgr they want to de- .
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0.5, AiTe} Say Tés
Be Held Before Nixon’s
oy toMossow

| By WILLIAM BEECHER

. . M.b"l‘hé;&wi!onk Times

WASHINGTON, April 22—
The Soviet Union is preparing
to testdfire # new _intercop-
tnetial gl missle that i
significantly larger than any
now I operdtjon, AMierican
analysts said todgy. ; '
The apalysts §aid that the
missile has a diameter of ahout
12 feet, about a third larger
than the SS-9, the biggest So-
viet missile that~ has been

deployed. "
- Although American ®officiald
4in several branche:

|could be test-fired jp a matter
of days, some doubt that the
Russians will test it before
President Nixon’s visit to Mos-
cow on May 22.
The recent appearance of the
new missile at the test complex
at Tyuratam, north of the Aral
Sea, apparently resolves some
of the mystery. surrounding the
more than 90 large new missile
silos on which construction be-
gan in late 1970. T
After the construction of large,I
new silos of two different sizes,
had been discovered, weapons
'specialists in-and out of Gov-
ernment speculated that they
were designed for one of three

tion on existing missiles against

_Cdntlnued on Page 3, Column i

Approved For Release 2001/07/26

ides Say 'Y _esf__s"tould

purposes: to give added protec-

Captinued From Page 1, Col. §

ac?cks, to house modified ver-[ 1

sighs of the two basic Soviet
intercontinental missile, the SS-
9 and the. $S-11, or to accom:,
mddate entirely new missiles.
Most analysts now agree that
while gdditional concrete has
been poured to harden all the
new silos for added protection,
at least one and possibly two
new missiles are fnvolved.
Officials 'say that the arms
limitation agreement that the
President hopes to initial in
Moscow would not preciude the
emplacement by the Soviet
Union qr the United States of
new and larger missiles as part
of a modernization program as
long as they simultaneously re-
tired -an equal number of mis-
siles of comparable size. Pre-
sumably the new missile at
Tyuratam would be considered
roughif" comparable to the SS-9,
Analysts said preliminary in-
formation suggested that it was
designed by the team that built
the SS-9, a liquid-fuel missile
'capable of carrying one war-
head of about 25 megatons or
three warlieads of five mega-
tons each. A megaton repre-

- T R——— -
alent to one milllon tons of

NT.

But they do not know wheth-
er it is meant primarily to ¢

a larger number of warheads
o4 new guidance system to
improve on the disappointing
accuracy of the three-part mul-
tiple warhead tested on the
SS-9 or for some other pur-
pose.

“Once the test firings begin,
this should fairly quickly be-
come apparent,” a State De-
partment analyst declared.

Officials say that about 25
of the more than 90 new silos
are a few feet wider than the
rest. They still do not know
what is destined to go into the
smaller of the silos, most of
which are in operational com-
plexes that now house the
SS-11.

This missile has either a
single warhead of one to
two - megatons or a war-
head of three parts each of
which is in the hundreds of
kilotons. A kiloton is equiva-
lent to 1,000 tons of TNT.

Some analysts believe that
a much-improved liquid-fuel
SS-11 may be under develop-
ment. Others e t a new

sents the explosive force equiv-

_—ﬁ’

'sile. Still others believe the
Soviet Union is working on a
new solid-fuel missile that will
be a great advance on its $5-13
solid-fuel missile, which carries
a single warhead in the five to
two megaton class.

Late last month, in answer
to a reporter’s question, Secre-
tary of Defense Melvin R. Laird
predicted that the Soviet Union
would soon start testing a new
intercontinental missile. He de-
clined to explain why he
thought so, but it is now clear
his answer was based on what
is taking place at Tyuratam.
Some analysts suggest that
the Soviet Upion will begin the

sl
tests before’ Mr. Nixon's Mos-
cow trip to’ en its bar-
gaining position on a whole,
range of issues expected to be
discussed.

They argue that Moscow may
want to counter two recent
“get tough” moves by the Pres-
ident, These were his willing-
ness to risk damage to Soviet
|freighters by ordering air
strikes in Haiphong, the main
port of North Vietnam, and his
decision to improve the military
position of Israel relative to

generation of “SS-11 type” mis-

: CIA-RDP74B00415R000300010004-0

that of Egypt, Moscow’s prin-

Pal client in the Middle East,

% agreeing to provide it with

more F-4 Phantom and more
80 A-4 Skyhawk jets.
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Soviet Is Said

Some of Its Older Missiles

to Dismantle

By WILLIAM BEECHER
Speclal to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, March 2—
State and Defense Department
sources say that the .Sesdel

* Union, after years of keeping
old nuclear weapons deployed
even as it continued to install
large numbers of néwer weap-
ons,

. g

T

-sediate-range missiles.

S that _about 140

S8-4 and SS-5 missiles, with
m_‘numn_m.zmil_e_s,
have been removed from sites
o Doth the Enropean.and
Asian parts of the Soviet
nion. ' ‘
This development, the in-
formants say, is encouraging in
* that it suggests that Soviet
leaders feel they have enough
weapons of limited range, or
that budgetary constraints are
forcing them to- rétire some of
the expensive-to-operate and
less well-protected weapons, or
that both factors are at work.
ents

n

to discard the roughly 220 of

i n_yeact m;ggt;_intermediate ranges has re-
troughout the United States.
“Even if the Russians wanted|

their vintage SS-7 and 8S-8
ICBM’s, they wouldn’t likely
do so unilaterally while we are
nggotiating mutual limits on
ICBM forces,” a Pentagon ana-
lyst said.

By the same token, he sald,
the United States has been
thinking of retiring its 54 old

to do so until the shape of
possible arms-control agree-
ments becomes clearer. In gen-
eral, the United States, as a
matter of policy, has retired old
weapons as modern replace-
ments have been developed.
Analysts here say that the
Russians, rather than scrap
those S$8-4 and SS-5 missiles

tion sites, are expected to use
them, in a modified configura-
tion, as booster rockets in their
space program.

despite the Soviet dismhantling
of older missiles which was
first noted in Soviet Asia
in late 1969 or early 1970, the
total number of missiles that
can be used at medium and

mained steady at about 700,

Titan-2 ICBM’s, but is reluctant‘

Q-mm:@_ms‘_sl%&
" The first Soviet missiles to

that are removed from opera-|

" Officials here stressed that|

Continued on Page 4, Columnl
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previnusly been seen,

About 120 of these SS-11’s,
engineered so they can be fired
at either intermediate or inter-

continental ranges, have  re-
portedly appeared at those
sites.
Some Silos Are Empty

8 iti nfficia *

ne m et appar-
g p_installed, Have DEEY
X ed in the area fradj-
Q) ed _{o; ealum-and

be dismantled, the officials re-
port, were the approximately
70 SS8-4’s and SS-5's that had
been deployed in the Soviet
maritime provinces in Asia to
cover targets - in mainland
China and in Japan.

One State Department offi-
cial said these “might have
"been vulnerable to a Chinese
pre-emptive strike with TU-16
.bombers in the event of hos-
tilities.”

The dismantling was report-
edly carried out after the Rus-

sians had built numerous air-|,

fields along the Chinese border
from which its medium-range
bombers could operate. This
came after they had deployed
substantial numbers of Scale-
board mobile missiles with a
-range of 450 miles there and
after they had added to the
number of SS-11 ICBM's, now
totaling about 970, which can
hit targets throughout the Far
East from silos in the European
part of the Soviet Union.

Most In Southwest Russia

The bulk of the Soviet Union
medium- and intermediate-
range missiles, more than 600,
are sald to be in the. south-
eastern part of the country,
where they cover targets
throughout Western Europe.

Only some of these weapons
are reportedly deployed in con-
crete-and-steel silos. Others are

above ground in what are
called ‘soft sites, informants
here say, and the first 70 weap-
-ons to be.retired were in this:
category.

1t is not clear, the analysts
here say, how many more will
be. dismantled. The SS-4 was
first seen in a Moscow parade
in 1961, the SS-5 in 1964.

According to Nixon Admin-
istration officials, Soviet me-
dium- and intermediate-range
missiles have figured promi-
nently in discussions at the
strategic arms limitation talks.

The Russians have argued
that 500 American Fighter-
| bombers based in Western Eu-
rope and on carriers in the
Mediterranean, which are ca-
pable of dropping nuclear weap-
ons on targets in the Soviet
Union, should be classed as
strategic weapons that should
be restricted if the United
States wants to limit the con-
struction of Soviet submarine
missiles.

U.S. Cities Double Role

The United States contenc
that the planes have, amor
other missions, the job of d
fending Western Europe again
Soviet medium-range missile
which the Russians insi
should not be considered strat
gic weapons since they cann
reach targets in the Unitc
States.

So far, the officials say, tl
issue has remained unr
solved. Secretary of Defen:
Melvin R. Laird has said the
the proper forum for this issu
is the projected talks on mutu:
and balanced reduction ¢
forces between the Warsay
pact powers and the North Af
lantic Treaty Organization.

President Nigon is expecte:
to discuss the prospects fo
such talks when he visit Mos
cow late in May.

It appears that the Russiang
besides retiring medium and in
termediate-range missiles, hav
also begun to dismantle a smal
number of SA-1 and SA-2 sur
face-to-air missiles.

“In all, the Soviets haw
about 10,000 SAM’s deployed
and the new SA-5 can handl
everything the SA-1 and SA-
Can, plus some,” an analys
said. “But it’s still & good sign.”
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New Spy Satellites Planned,

For Clearer, Instant Pictures

3y Michael Getler
: Wwashington Post Stail Writer
i The United States is about
tq_SEibark_on A TTATOr Tew Te-
ﬂ nnaissan atellite project
which, if successful, would

‘help the President and his top

advg‘ serE gggid miscalculafmns
] . sudden
foreign crises.

The new satellite, still in
the development stage, is
meant to provide more de-
tailed pictures from space
than now possible with ecur-

trent U.s. camera-carrying
'spacecraft.

ore importantly, the new
spa g
designed. .io..position them-
'S » er any Irou-
b
tres
wil )

er

critical typ{e of intelligence. -

f now takes severa days to
retrieve film from existing
U.S. satellites. Although there

are techniques for getting the
information back faster by

using television-style cameras
and recording equipment, that
process still takes more time
than top planners would like
and the picture quality is
somewhat reduced. .

While several days is time
enough to keep watch over
things that happen slowly—
such as a Soviet missile build-
up—it is not enough for the
type of flareup that frequently
takes place in
or even to keep track’on an
hourly basis of a mobilization

See SATELLITE, A9, Col. 1
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. though

the Middle East

of Warsaw Pact forces in Cen-
tral Europe.
In addition o new space-
borne snooping techniques
i which sources describe only as
I “fantastic,” pllites
will. he _designed to translate
wha i ras sec_on
garih ipto eléctronic ‘sig als
that..can_be. . lransm ™ to
i ications. .satellites, In

The hasic deeision to pursue

development of the new satel- |:

lite was made in mid-1971 at
[ the highest levels of govern-
ment, according to -informed
' sources, i
| That decision reflects a view |
that the current array of U.S.!
picture-taking satellites, al-|
extraordinarily sue-
cessful over the past several
years, had nevertheless becn

M refined about as much as pos-

sible with existing techniques
and that a new approach was
needed.

The project is still in the re-
search and development stage,
although somc parts of the
system have been {ested. Tt

will be 1978 at the earliest be-
fore the new spacecralt are
operational.
(R prjectmcode-nuntherad

10. ;

, " he cost to develop, build’
and operate these complex }
space monifors over a ten-year °
period is estimated at more !

than $1 billion. i

Sources close to the project!
would not disclose precisely |
how the new satellites will
work. But the fact that they
will Dbe constanily on call
while in orbit and will be abvle
to point their lenses and other
sensing devices quickly at any
trouble spot, suggests that

they will fly far higher than ‘

the current U.S. reconnass-:
sance satellites. ‘

The higher up a satellite is,|
the greater arca it can sec. i
{hese new spacecrafl are to nyi
higher, that also means that}’
they probably will carry len- 1
ses greatly impoved for dis—ﬁj
tance. N

Aside from better optics,
therc are also hints that they
project involves a major de-
parture in the way the images:
are turned into readable pic-
tures once captured by the
lenses. e

Sources close ‘to the project
streets that there are still sev
eral years ol developmen’
work ahead, but, they add
“Wew e

dorvelop--satellile. ) ith.a.near”
sealdime.dnstantaneols).Lana-’

11 i1}

Although the Air Force
project remains under tight:
wraps, lwo unofficial refer-:
ences have been made to-it.

Last fall, Philip J. Klass, a
senior editor of the trade mag-,
azine Aviation Week —andj
Space Technology, referred to
the prospects for such a satel.—%
lite in one of the only hooks !
ever to be published on the’
entire seereey-shrouded field:
of spy satellites. .

Yesterday, the sanie maga-
zine reported in a six-line’
story that a California-based |
aerospace firm, TRW Systems,’
was the front-runner in the
competition to develop the
new satellite.

While most of the public al-
tention and the roughty $40
billion spent on space by the
United States since the late
1950s has heen focused on
NASA and the moon landing,
‘the secrct side of U.S. space:

activities is becoming increas-!
ingly important~—a1though it
remains highly classified.

In addition to the planned
crisis-type satellite, the United.
States last fall orbited a new
satellite — code-numbered 647
—designed to give increased
warning of a Soviet or Chi-
nese missile attack. Another
class of picture-taking satel-
lite, nicknamed “Big Bird”
and built by Lockheed, will
soon be in orbit taking even
better pictures of Soviet mis-
gile-building and dispersal. Tt
would also be able to stay in
space longer. .

What is ecmerging, in es-
sence, is an enlire space-hased
defense network that does nuot
include weapons but that
would be counted upon 1o
make sure: that the terms of a
hoped-for Soviet-American
agreement limiting nuclear
arms are not violated; that the
United States has at least
some warning in the event 1
nuclear war actually “begins:
and to keep watch over all the
world’s  prospective hattle:
fields to avoid major decisions
being made on the basis of
flimsy information.



